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CHARLES D. SNELLING

AFFICE » 711 HAMILTON MALL » ALLENTOWN. PENNSYLVANIA 18101-2407 = 610 821.7770 « FAX 610 821:7773

12 March 1998 Lt U -lp.j'wd

General Counsel to the FEC
999 East Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Official Filings of Robert Kilbanks (15th District of Pa.)
Dear Sir:

I note in the filings of "Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks," the campaign
finance committee for a congressional candidate in the 15th District of
Pennsylvania Robert Kilbanks, certain apparent discrepancies which I wish to call
to the attention of the FEC in order that these discrepancies might be resolved.

From the Internet I have a copy of Schedule C-1 "Loans and Lines of Credit from
Lending Institutions," which describes a loan in the amount of $50,000 to the
Kilbanks campaign. This loan is apparently secured by a certificate of deposit
in the amount of $50,000.

I further note in Schedule II “"Assets and ‘Unearned’ Income" for Robert D.
Kilbanks that there is no listed asset in the form of a certificate of deposit
or in an amount which could account for the proffered security for the above
mentioned loan.

This gives rise to certain questions. A certificate of deposit valued at $50,000
has been used to collateralize a $50,000 personal loan to the Kilbanks campaign.
Yet, there is no disclosed asset in the form of a certificate of deposit in the
amount of $50,000.

Question 1: Does Kilbanks own the certificate of deposit used as collateral?

Question 2: If he does own this certificate of deposit, why was it not listed in
his schedule of assets?

Question 3: If Kilbanks does not own the certificate of deposit, is it owned by
some third party?

Question 4: 1If it is owned by some third party, then is it not a violation of
campaign finance law because it is, under these circumstances, a
personal contribution in excess of the $1,000 limit?

This presupposes FEC rules on campaign finance laws which state that loans from
non-personal sources and contributions are one and the same.

The undersigned requests clarification of the issues raised above and
confirmation of whether this report does or does not indicate adherence to
applicable campaign disclosure and contribution rules,.
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General Counsel to the FEC
Page Two
12 March 1998

Please do not hesitafe to call upon me if I can be of service.

Singerely,

7] N

(//\/C J U,UJLQ/_‘ -

N/
CHarles D. Sne ling

CDS :mav

Enclosures: (1) Schedule C-1 (Loans and Lines of Cradit from Lending Institutions)
Schedule 1II (Assets and "Unealned” Income) of Financial
Disclosure Statement of Robert D. Kilbanks
Federal campaign finance guidelines fegarding loans

Signed before me this 12th
1998,

Notary” Public

NOTARIAL SEAL
ANNE KOCH Notary Pubiic
V-'r)‘C‘AAH:)M Letugh C. by
__u O . ‘!"'9! SODL 7 m




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

March 19, 1998
Charles D. Snelling
711 Hamilton Mall
Allentown, PA 18101-2407

Dear Mr. Snelling:

This is to acknowledge receipt on March 16, 1998 of your letter dated March 12, 1998.
The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and Commission Regulations require
that the contents of a complaint meet certain specific requirements. One of these requirements is
that a complaint be sworn 1o and signed in the presence of a notary public and notarized. Your
letter was not properly sworn to.

In order to file a legally sufficient complaint, you must swear before a notary that the
contents of your complaint are true to the best of your knowledge. The notary must represent as
part of the jurat that such swearing occurred. The preferred form is "Subscribed and swom to
before me on this day of , 19__." A statement by the notary that the complaint was
sworn to and subscribed before him/her also will be sufficient. We regret the inconvenience that
these requirements may cause you, but we are not statutorily empowered to proceed with the
handling of a compliance action unless all the statutory requirements are fulfilled. See 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g.

Please note that this matter will remain confidential for a 15 day period to allow you to
correct the defects in your complaint. If the complaint is corrected and refiled within the 15 day
period, the respondents will be so informed and provided a copy of the corrected complaint. The
respondents will then have an additional 15 days to respond to the complaint on the merits. If the
complaint is not corrected, the file will be closed and no additional notification will be provided
to the respondents.




Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "Filing a Complaint.” I hope this material
will be helpful to you should you wish to file a legally sufficient complaint with the Commission
If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact me at (202) 694-1517.

ingerely,
/f & i A/,gvv
Retha Dixon

Docket Chief

Enclosure

cc: Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks




CHARLES D. SNELLING

OFFICE » 711 HAMILTON MALL » ALLENTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA 18101-2407 « 610 8217770 « FAX 610 A21-7773

25 March 1998

mu R 47133

Ms. Retha Dixon

Docket Chief

Federal Election Commission
999 East Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks

Dear Ms. Dixon:

Thank you for your letter of March 19th. I am sorry that we did not use the
appropriate language to signify my swearing that the contents of my complaint
were true to the best of my knowledge.

I have corrected the enclosed complaint, using the requested language in the

notary's signature block, and I resubmit it herewith. Furthermore, I have
submitted the material in triplicate, as specified in "Filing A Complaint."”

arles D. Sne

CDS:mav
Enclosures




CHARLES D. SNELLING

OFFICE « T11 HAMILTON MALL = ALLENTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA 18101-2407 » 610 8217770 = FAX 610 A21-7773

25 March 1998

General Counsel to the FEC
999 East Street, N.VW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Official Filings of Families and Taxpayers
for Bob Kilbanks (15th District of Pa.)

Dear Sir:

I note in the filings of "Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks," the campaign
finance committee for a congressional candidate in the 15th District of
Pennsylvania Robert Kilbanks, certain apparent discrepancies which I wish to call
to the attention of the FEC in order that these discrepancies might be resolved.

From the Internet I have a copy of Schedule C-1 "Loans and Lines of Credit from
Lending Institutions," which describes a loan in the amount of $50,000 to the
Kilbanks campaign. This loan is apparently secured by a certificate of deposit
in the amount of $§50,000.

I further note in Schedule II "Assets and ’'Unearned’ Income” for Robert D.
Kilbanks that there is no listed asset in the form of a certificate of deposit
or in an amount which could account for the proffered security for the above
mentioned loan.

This gives rise to certain questions. A certificate of deposit valued at $50,000
has been used to collateralize a $50,000 personal loan to the Kilbanks campaign.
Yet, there is no disclosed asset in the form of a certificate of deposit in the
amount of $50,000.

Question 1: Does Kilbanks own the certificate of deposit used as collateral?

Question 2: If he does own this certificate of deposit, why was it not listed in
his schedule of assets?

Question 3: If Kilbanks does not own the certificate of deposit, is it owned by
some third party?

Question 4: If it is owned by some third party, then is it not a wviolation of
campaign finance law because it is, under these circumstances, a
personal contribution in excess of the $1,000 limit?

This presupposes FEC rules on campaign finance laws which state that loans from
non-personal sources and contributions are one and the same.

The undersigned requests clarification of the issues raised above and
confirmation of whether this report does or does not indicate adherence to
applicable campaign disclosure and contribution rules.




General Counsel to the FEC
Page Two
25 March 1998

CDS :mav

Enclosures: (1) Schedule C-1 (Loans and Lines of Credit from Lending Institutions)
) Schedule II (Assets and "Unearned” Income) of Financial

(2)
Disclosure Statement of Robert D. Kilbanks
Federal campaign finance gulteldifies regarding loans

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 25th day of March, 1998,

7

/ s / &
A?l—— c./ A({{C/:’ﬁ

Notary Public

NOTARIAL SEAL
ANN E KOCH, Notary Public
~ity of Allentown, Lehigh County
My Commussion Expires Sept. 7, 2000
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

April 1, 1998

Charles D. Snelling
711 Hamilton Mall
Allentown, PA 18101-2407

RE: MUR 4733

Dear Mr. Snelling:

This letter acknowledges receipt on March 30, 1998, of your complaint alleging possible
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. The respondent(s) will be
notified of this complaint within five business days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes final action on
your complaint. Should you receive any additional information in this matter, please forward it
to the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be notarized and swomn to in the
same manner as the original complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4733. Please refer
to this number in all future communications. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

F. Andrew Tyfley
Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosure
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

April 1, 1998

Robert D. Kilbanks
911 Northampton Street
Easton, PA 18042
RE: MUR 4733

Dear Mr. Kilbanks:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you may
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4733. Please refer to this
number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements
should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and
§ 437g(a)(12)Y(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Jennifer H. Boyt at (202) 694-1650. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

F. Andrew Turle
Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

Aprl 1, 1998

William N. Goodman, CPA, Treasurer
Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks
PO Box 707
Bethlehem, PA 18016
RE: MUR 4733

Dear Mr. Goodman:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Families and
Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks and you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 4733. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks and you, as treasurer, in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within
15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission may
take further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)}(4)(B) and
§ 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Jennifer H. Boyt at (202) 694-1650. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.
Sincerely,
Supervisory ‘Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
Enclosures
1. Complaint

2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




Law Offices of

Murphy & Murphy,

507 William Street
P O. Box 97
Pen Argyl, PA 18072

James G. Murphy Phone: (610) 863-8502

Angela Ulrana-Murphy Fax: (610) 863-3022

April 14, 1998

F. Andrew Turley, Esquire

Supervisory Attorney, Central Enforcement Docket
Federal Election Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Mur 4733
Dear Mr. Turley:

Please accept this correspondence as the response of Robert
D. Kilbanks to the complaint of Charles Snelling. Please note,
that we desire that this matter remain confidential as indicated
by your correspondence.

The Snelling complaint raises questions regarding
circumstances of the loan Mr. Kilbanks obtained from First Union
Bank. This loan was secured by Mr. Kilbanks by a contingent
interest in the Lester Kilbanks Marital Trust, funds of the trust
are held by First Union Bank. I have attached copies of the loan
documents executed by Mr. Kilbanks.

Please note that the trust in question is financially secure
and Mr. Kilbank's contingent interest is substantial. The
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 does not require the
reporting of contingent interest possessed by the candidate.
Therefore, the contingent interest did not appear on Schedule II
as an asset.
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FEC
Kilbanks Letter
Page Two

Finally, I note that Mr. Snelling has long engaged in a
pattern of unfounded personal attacks against Mr. Kilbanks.
It is our position that this complaint is yet another in the long
history of unfounded personal attacks on Mr. Kilbanks. The
source of the complaint should be considered and should not be
given any credibility.

Given the lack of credibility of Mr. Snelling and the

obvious lack of credibility of his complaint, I respectfully
request summary dismissal of the complaint.

Of course, Mr. Kilbanks desires to fully cooperate with the
FEC in this matter. Should you require any additional
information, please do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you for
your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

Angela Uliana-Murphy, Esquire

AUM:cc

Enclosures




CHARLES D. srﬁiuma

OFFICE » 711 HAMILTON MALL *» ALLENTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA' 18101-2407 « 610 821-7770 » FAX 610 821-7773

9 June 1998 Jun 1 Lk ‘98

U L

MURYT 33

Ms. Retha Dixon, Docket Chief
Federal Election Commission
999 East Street, N.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks

Dear Ms. Dixon:

Enclosed you will find a copy of an inquiry which I made to the
FEC under date of 25 March 1998. 1In my opinion, the matter is
now moot and I see no constructive reason to pursue this inquiry.

This is formal notification to the Federal Election Commission
that I wish to withdraw all of the documents which I submitted to
you under) date of 25 March. This inquiry is hereby withdrawn.

CDS:mav
Enclosure

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 9th day of June, 1998,

Notary Public

[ ——

NOTARIAL SEAL

ANN E. KOCH, Notary
' City of Allentown, me'-

V)CormmssmE:pwnS.u? 2000




CHARLES D. SNELLING

OFFICE = 711 HAMILTON MALL » ALLENTOWN, PENNSYLVANIA 18101-2407 » 610 821.7770 » FAX 610 821-7773
25 March 1998

General Counsel to the FEC
999 East Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Official Filings of Families and Taxpayers
for Bob Kilbanks (15th District of Pa.)

Dear Sir:

I note in the filings of "Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks," the campaign
finance committee for a congressional candidate in the 15th District of
Pennsylvania Robert Kilbanks, certain apparent discrepancies which I wish to call
to the attention of the FEC in order that these discrepancies might be resolved.

From the Internet I have a copy of Schedule C-1 "Loans and Lines of Credit from
Lending Institutions,® which describes a loan in the amount of $50,000 to the
Kilbanks campaign. This loan is apparently secured by a certificate of deposit
in the amount of $50,000.

I further note in Schedule II "Assets and ‘'Unearned' Income® for Robert D.
Kilbanks that there is no listed asset in the form of a certificate of deposit
or in an amount which could account for the proffered security for the above
menticned loan.

This gives rise to certain questions. A certificate of deposit valued at $50,000
has been used to collateralize a $50,000 personal loan to the Kilbanks campaign.
Yet, there is no disclosed asset in the form of a certificate of deposit in the
amount of $50,000.

Question 1: Does Kilbanks own the certificate of deposit used as collateral?

Question 2: If he does own this certificate of deposit, why was it not listed in
his schedule of assets?

Question 3: If Kilbanks does not own the certificate of deposit, is it owned by
some third party?

Question 4: If it is owned by some third party, then is it not a violation of
campaign finance law because it is, under these circumstances, a
personal contribution in excess of the $1,000 limit?

This presupposes FEC rules on campaign finance laws which state that loans from
non-personal sources and contributions are one and the same.

The wundersigned requests clarification of the issues raised above and
confirmation of whether this report does or does not indicate adherence to
applicable campaign disclosure and contribution rules.




General Counsel to the FEC
Page Two
25 March 1998

d do not hesitate to call upon me if I can be of service.

frles D. Snellfing

CDS :mav

Enclosures: (1) Schedule C-1 (Loans and Lines of Credit from Lending Institutions)
(2) Schedule 1II (Assets and "Unearned" Income) of Financial
Disclosure Statement of™ ilbanks
(3) Federal campaign finance gu ifles regarding loans

Subscribed and sworn to before me
this 25th day of March, 1998,

o [ ok

Notary Public

NOTARIAL SEAL
ANN E. KOCH, Notary Public
City of Allentown, Lshigh County
My Commission Expires Sept. 7, 2000
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

June 12, 1998
Charles D. Snelling
711 Hamilton Mall
Allentown, PA 18101-2407

RE: MUR 4733
Dear Mr. Snelling

This is in reference to your letter dated June 9, 1998, which we received on June
11, requesting that the complaint you filed against Families and Taxpayers for Bob
Kilbanks be withdrawn

Under 2 US.C. § 437g, the Federal Election Commission is empowered to review
a complaint properly filed with it and to take action which 1t deems appropriate under the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the Act™). A request for
withdrawal of a complaint will not prevent the Commussion from taking appropriate
action under the Act. Your request will become part of the public record within 30 days

after the entire file 1s closed

If you have any further questions about this procedure, please contact Jennifer H.

Boyt on our toll-free number, (800)-424-9530. Our local number 1s (202) 694-1650.

Sincerely,

Supervisory Agomey
Central Enforcement Docket




SECRETARIAT
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Ocr 21 3 e & '58
In the Matter of )
) CASE CLOSURES UNDER
) ENFORCEMENT PRIORITY
)
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GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

INTRODUCTION.

The cases listed below have been identified as either stale or of low priority based
upon evaluation under the Enforcement Priority System (EPS). This report is submitted

to recommend that the Commission no longer pursue these cases

Il. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSURE.

A. Cases Not Warranting Further Action Relative to Other Cases
Pending Before the Commission

EPS was created to identify pending cases that, due to the length of their
pendency in inactive status or the lower priority of the 1ssues raised in the matters relative
to others presently pending before the Commission, do not warrant further expenditure of
resources. Central Enforcement Docket (CED) evaluates each incoming matter using
Commussion-approved criteria which results in a2 numerical rating for each case.

Closing

cases permits the Commission to focus its limited resources on more important cases

presently pending before it. Based upon this review, we have identified 17 cases that do




not warrant further action relative to other pending matters.' The attachments to this
report contain a factual summary of each case, the EPS rating, and the factors leading to
assignment of a low priority and recommendation not to further pursue the matter.

B. Stale Cases

Effective enforcement relies upon the timely pursuit of complaints and referrals to
ensure compliance with the law. Investigations concerning activity more remote in time
usually require a greater commitment of resources, primarily due to the fact that the
evidence of such activity becomes more difficult to develop as it ages. Focusing
investigative efforts on more recent and more significant activity also has a more positive
effect on the electoral process and the regulated community. In recognition of this fact,
EPS also provides us with the means to identify those cases which

remain unassigned for a significant period due to a lack of

staff resources for effective investigation. The utility of commencing an investigation
declines as these cases age, until they reach a point when activation of a case would not

be an efficient use of the Commission’s resources

! These cases are: Pre-MUR 365 (Frniends of Marjone Margolies-Mezvinsky, ef al); MUR 4729 (Friends
of Mclinda Katz), MUR 4730 (The Caputal Tomes), MUR 4731 (Randall Terry Live); MUR 4732 (Juneau
Democratic District Commnttec); MUR 4733 (Fanmulies and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks); MUR 4734
(Dennis Newnnski for Congress), MUR 4738 (Friends of Cormine Brown); MUR 4739 (Direct
Voice/DMAPAC); MUR 4744 (Mayor James Hoffman), MUR 4745 (Congressional Accountability
Project); MUR 4746 (Phuliip Cyre), MUR 4747 (NAWGA-PAC & FOODVIP PAC); MUR 4765 (Gary
Miller); MUR 4767 (Commuttee to Elect Glenn Reese To Congress); MUR 4778 (Rick Hill for Congress);
and MUR 4784 (Verticclno for Congress)




We have identified  cases that have remained on the Central Enforcement
Docket for a sufficient period of time to render them stale. We recommend that

these cases be closed.*

We recommend that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and
direct closure of the cases listed below, effective October 29, 1998, Closing these cases
as of this date will allow CED and the Legal Review Team the necessary time to prepare

closing letters and case files for the public record

‘The cases recommended for closure are: Pre-MUR 345 (Stmon Fireman); MUR 4630 (Kentucky
State Democratic Central Commuttec), MUR 4662
(Democratic Congressional Campaign Cmte); RAD 971L-08 (Thomas for Congress); RAD 971L-11
(Eggleston for Congress); RAD 971-12 (Massachusctts Democratic Party); RAD 97L-13 (McMains for
Senate); RAD 97L-20 (Republican Party of Arkansas); and RAD 97NF-24 (NC Committee Agamst

Extremusm)




1.

the appropriate letters in the following matters:

RECOMMENDATIONS.

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file effective October 29, 1998, and approve

RAD 97L-08
RAD 97L-11
RAD 97L-12

B. Take no action, close the file effective October 29, 1998, and approve the

RAD 97L-13
RAD 97L-20
RAD 97NF-24

appropriate letters in the following matters:

MUR 4630

MUR 4662
MUR 4729
MUR 4730
MUR 4731

MUR 4732
MUR 4733
MUR 4734
MUR 4738
MUR 4739

Pre-MUR 345
Pre-MUR 365

MUR 4745
MUR 4746
MUR 4747
MUR 4765
MUR 4767

MUR 4744 MUR 4778
MUR 4784

(0f20/ /)?/7}’” //

Date Lawrence M. Nobte™
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Case Closures Under
Enforcement Priority.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on October 27, 1998, the
Commission took the following actions with respect to the
General Counsel's October 20, 1998 report on Case Closures
under Enforcement

> 10 Decided by a vote of 4-0 to:

Decline to copen a MUR, close the file
effective October 29, 1998, and approve the
appropriate letters in the following matters,
as recommended in the General Counsel's
Report dated October 20, 1998:

S7L-08 . RAD 97L-20

97L-11 . RAD 97NF-24
97L-12 . Pre-MUR 345
97L-1 . Pre-MUR 365

Take no action, close the file effective
Octcocber 25, 1998, and approve the appropriate
letters in the following matters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report
dated October 20, 1998:

4630
4662
4729
4730
4731
4732

~J

4733
4734
4738
4739
4744
4745

N OwWwWom

W

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for Case Closure Under
Enforcement Priority

October 27, 1998
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20461

November 2, 1998

R_NLB_[(I IPT REQUESTED
Charles D. Snelling

711 Hamilton Mall

Allentown, PA 18101-2407

RE: MUR 4733
Dear Mr. Snelling

On March 30, 1998, the Federal Election Commission received your complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act")

After considening the circumstances of this matter, the Commussion has determined to
exercise its prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against the respondents. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter on October 29, 1998
This matter will become part of the public record within 30 days

T'he Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of
this action. See2 US.C. § 437g(a)8)

Sincerely

<A

Andrew Iurlc
.\upgrusur\ Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative




MUR 4733
FAMILIES AND TAXPAYERS FOR BOB KILBANKS

Charles D. Snelling alleges that Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks
(“Committee”) took out a $50,000 loan for his committee, using a $50,000 certificate of
deposit (“CD") as collateral, without having claimed a $50,000 CD or other asset of
equal value on his Schedule II, Assets and Unearned Income statement. Snelling
questions whether the CD is owned by the candidate or a third party, potentially
making the use of it an excessive contribution. Snelling is concerned that, if the
candidate owns the CD, it should be listed on his Schedule of Assets; or, if owned by a
third party, its use as collateral for a Committee loan could be an excessive contribution.
He further states that the Committee failed to report this debt on a Schedule D and did
not disclose it on Line 10 (Debts and Obligations owed). Approximately two months
after filing his complaint, Mr. Snelling requested that his complaint and all supporting
documents be withdrawn, since he considered the matter moot. Mr. Kilbanks lost the
1998 Pennsylvania Primary with 24% of the vote.

The Committee responds that Mr. Kilbanks used his contingent interest in a trust
fund as collateral for the $50,000 loan, the proceeds of which were used by the
campaign. The Committee notes that this contingent interest did not appéar on
Schedule II as an asset because of its belief that the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971 does not require the reporting of contingent interest possessed by the candidate.
The Committee further asserts that this is one of many unfounded personal attacks
made by the complainant against the candidate, and should be given no credibility.

This matter is less significant relative to others pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON DC 204613

November 2, 1998

Robert D Kilbanks
911 Northampton Street
Easton. PA 18042

RE: MUR 4733
Dear Mr. Kilbanks

On Apnil 1, 1998, the Federal Election Commussion notified you of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

Afier considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutonial discretion and to take no action against you See attached narrative
Accordingly, the Commussion closed its file in this matter on October 29, 1998

I'he confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote
If yvou wish to submit any factual or legal matenals 1o appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional matenials, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received

If you have any questions, please contact Jennifer H. Boyt on our toll-free number,
(800)-424-9530. Our local number 1s (202) 694-1650

Sincerely,

F. Andrew Turley
Supervisory Attormey
Central Enforcement Docket
Attachment
Narrative

cc: Angela Ulana-Murphy, Esq




MUR 4733
FAMILIES AND TAXPAYERS FOR BOB KILBANKS

Charles D. Snelling alleges that Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks
(“Committee”) took out a $50,000 loan for his committee, using a $50,000 certificate of
deposit (“CD”) as collateral, without having claimed a $50,000 CD or other asset of
equal value on his Schedule 11, Assets and Unearned Income statement. Snelling
questions whether the CD is owned by the candidate or a third party, potentially
making the use of it an excessive contribution. Snelling is concerned that, if the
candidate owns the CD, it should be listed on his Schedule of Assets; or, if owned by a
third party, its use as collateral for a Committee loan could be an excessive contribution
He further states that the Committee failed to report this debt on a Schedule D and did
not disclose it on Line 10 (Debts and Obligations owed). Approximately two months
after filing his complaint, Mr. Snelling requested that his complaint and all supporting
documents be withdrawn, since he considered the matter moot. Mr. Kilbanks lost the
1998 Pennsylvania Primary with 24% of the vote.

The Committee responds that Mr. Kilbanks used his contingent interest in a trust
fund as collateral for the $50,000 loan, the proceeds of which were used by the
campaign. The Committee notes that this contingent interest did not appear on
Schedule Il as an asset because of its belief that the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971 does not require the reporting of contingent interest possessed by the candidate
The Committee further asserts that this is one of many unfounded personal attacks
made by the complainant against the candidate, and should be given no credibility.

This matter is less significant relative to others pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

November 2, 1998

Wilham N. Goodman, CPA, Treasurer
Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks
P.O Box 707

Bethlehem, PA 18106

RE: MUR 4733
Dear Mr. Goodman

On Apnl 1, 1998, the Federal Elecion Commission notified vou of a complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against Families and Taxpayers for
Bob Kilbanks and vou, as treasurer. See attached narrative. Accordingly, the Commission
closed its file in this matter on October 29, 1998

I'he confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public. In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.

If you wish to submit any factual or legal matenals to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional matenals, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
received.

If you have any questions, please contact Jennifer H. Boyt on our toll-free number,
(800)-424-9530. Our local number is (202) 694-1650

F. Andrew Tur}éy
Supervisory Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative




MUR 4733
FAMILIES AND TAXPAYERS FOR BOB KILBANKS

Charles D. Snelling alleges that Families and Taxpayers for Bob Kilbanks
(“Committee”) took out a $50,000 loan for his committee, using a $50,000 certificate of
deposit (“CD") as collateral, without having claimed a $50,000 CD or other asset of
equal value on his Schedule II, Assets and Unearned Income statement. Snelling
questions whether the CD is owned by the candidate or a third party, potentially
making the use of it an excessive contribution. Snelling is concerned that, if the
candidate owns the CD, it should be listed on his Schedule of Assets; or, if owned by a
third party, its use as collateral for a Committee loan could be an excessive contribution.
He further states that the Committee failed to report this debt on a Schedule D and did
not disclose it on Line 10 (Debts and Obligations owed). Approximately two months
after filing his complaint, Mr. Snelling requested that his complaint and all supporting
documents be withdrawn, since he considered the matter moot. Mr. Kilbanks lost the
1998 Pennsylvania Primary with 24% of the vote.

The Committee responds that Mr. Kilbanks used his contingent interest in a trust
fund as collateral for the $50,000 loan, the proceeds of which were used by the
campaign. The Committee notes that this contingent interest did not appear on
Schedule II as an asset because of its belief that the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971 does not require the reporting of contingent interest possessed by the candidate.
The Committee further asserts that this is one of many unfounded personal attacks
made by the complainant against the candidate, and should be given no credibility.

This matter is less significant relative to others pending before the Commission.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20463

THIS IS THE END OF MR # __ 4733
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